
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, BD  NAVFAC MIDLANT, Staff; 

  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Subject: Correspondence Regarding Group III (Email 6), Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Request DON-NAVY-2017-

003161 - Camp Lejeune - P1383 & P1384 Base Entry Point / CLEO Building Projects Contract No. K1310-002-S /
 Project Number K1310 SLO Case No. 16-970

Date: Friday, May 12, 2017 13:27:57
Attachments: Non-DoD Source TRANSMITTAL 1262 SPEC 27 10 00 TELECOMMUNICATIONS CABLING SYSTEM SD-03

 OUTDOOR RATED CAT-6 CABLE.msg
Non-DoD Source FW INDOOROUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE.msg
RE CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg
Non-DoD Source FW CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg
RE Transmittal 1217 REV1 SPEC 23 08 00.00 10 COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS SD-02 AND SD-03.msg
RE P-1383 Non-DoD Source Re PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT.msg
Non-DoD Source FW Transmittal 1217 REV1 SPEC 23 08 00.00 10 COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS SD-02
 AND SD-03.msg
RE P-1383 Non-DoD Source Re PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT.msg
Non-DoD Source RE CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg
RE CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg
RE P-1383 Non-DoD Source Re PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT.msg
Non-DoD Source CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg
Non-DoD Source CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT .msg

FYI

Contract Specialist
ROICC Camp Lejeune

DSN 
 fax
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;

  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
 

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management); 
 (Group III Mgt Superintendent)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 16:59:00
Attachments: image001.png
Importance: High

Good afternoon .  The acoustic wall panel color that was submitted and approved in the submittal is no longer
 available.  The fabric style you proposed was a Maharam fabric style and the color was TEK-WALL view 399432;
 004 glacier.  The manufacturer says this color is being phased out. They don’t have any leftover stock. Maharam
 recommends the following as alternatives.

Tek-Wall 1002 001

Tek-Wall Annex 001, 002, 008

Tek-Wall Band 001

Tek-Wall Drift 004

Tek-Wall Lintel 003, 004

Tek-wall Measure Backed 003, 001

Tek-Wall Ramble 001

Tek-Wall Steward 001

Tek-Wall Tint 003, 002

Tek-Wall View 001, 003, 102

These can be viewed easily and clearly on their website at http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall
 <http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall>

Will you please review and select an alternate color?  Thanks.  R/ 

  | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
 <mailto >
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Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer



From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune  NAVFAC MIDLANT,

 ROICC Camp Lejeune  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management); 
 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS,
 SD-02 AND SD-03

Date: Thursday, May 26, 2016 8:26:56
Attachments: image001.png

Good afternoon   These are not reasons for rejection of the submittal.  Not sure if this is what you meant?  If
 there is a system that is not in the project than the commissioning agent can mark "N/A".  Alternatively  can
 reply "Concur with comment and his comment can be to strike the systems not on the project for the final report. 
 Do you agree?  Thanks.  R/

Good afternoon .   I never saw a response from AMEC/CEMS.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
 [mailto raymond.conroy@navy.mil]
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 6:32 AM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; (AMEC Programs);
 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management); 
  (Group III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS, SD-02
 AND SD-03

,

The only comments were from  " Table 12.1 Group 3 top section appears to include systems not in the
 project (i.e.: Nat. Gas Boilers, etc.)".

We're trying to locate the hard copies so you have an official response, where/who were they sent to?
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has been handling this and he is out for three weeks and I do not want to hold you up.

Engineering Technician

-----Original Message-----

From  [mailto  <mailto > ]

Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2016 3:52 PM

To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 (AMEC Programs);   <mailto > );
  <mailto > 
 <mailto > );  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI

Cc  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);
  (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 
 <mailto >

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC
 SYSTEMS, SD-02 AND SD-03

Good afternoon.  Is there a designer response to this re-submittal of the CLEO HVAC commissioning submittal? 
 Thanks.  R

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune  NAVFAC MIDLANT,

 ROICC Camp Lejeune  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management);
 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS,
 SD-02 AND SD-03

Date: Thursday, May 26, 2016 8:26:56
Attachments: image001.png

Good afternoon .  These are not reasons for rejection of the submittal.  Not sure if this is what you meant?  If
 there is a system that is not in the project than the commissioning agent can mark "N/A".  Alternatively, can
 reply "Concur with comment and his comment can be to strike the systems not on the project for the final report. 
 Do you agree?  Thanks.  R/

Good afternoon .   I never saw a response from AMEC/CEMS.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
 < >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

-----Original Message-----
From  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
 [mailto ]
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 6:32 AM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  (AMEC Programs);
 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);
  (Group III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC SYSTEMS, SD-02
 AND SD-03

The only comments were from  " Table 12.1 Group 3 top section appears to include systems not in the
 project (i.e.: Nat. Gas Boilers, etc.)".

We're trying to locate the hard copies so you have an official response, where/who were they sent to?
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 has been handling this and he is out for three weeks and I do not want to hold you up.

Engineering Technician

-----Original Message-----

From:  [mailto:  <mailto > ]

Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2016 3:52 PM

To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 (AMEC Programs);
 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management); 
 (Group III Mgt Superintendent);
 <mailt

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: Transmittal 1217, REV1, SPEC 23 08 00.00 10, COMMISSIONING OF HVAC
 SYSTEMS, SD-02 AND SD-03

Good afternoon.  Is there a designer response to this re-submittal of the CLEO HVAC commissioning submittal? 
 Thanks.  R

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC

 Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] TRANSMITTAL 1262, SPEC 27 10 00, TELECOMMUNICATIONS CABLING SYSTEM, SD-03,

 OUTDOOR RATED CAT-6 CABLE
Date: Thursday, June 02, 2016 12:36:26
Attachments: image001.png

TRANSMITTAL 1262, SPEC 27 10 00, TELECOMMUNICATIONS CABLING SYSTEM, SD-03, OUTDOOR RATED CAT-
6 CABLE.pdf

Good morning .  Attached is product data for the outdoor-rated telecomm cable for the CLEO building. 
 Steve Daigle has already stated this product is acceptable.  Hard copies of this transmittal are enroute to your
 office.  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

From: 
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:25 AM
To:  (NAVFAC Contract Spec); 
 
Cc:  (Dragados Senior Vice President);  (Dragados QC Specialist);  (PM, Group
 III Management)
Subject: FW: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

Good morning.  Below is Base Telephone's approval of an outdoor-rated CAT-6 cable we intend on using at the
 CLEO building.  My QC Manager will submit this product data sheet today but with  prior approval of the
 material I am authorizing my sub to install it tomorrow (3Jun).  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:02 AM
To: 
Cc: 
 
Subject: RE: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

The attached product data sheet is acceptable to Base Telephone for the

conduit running through the slab at the CLEO building, but only the ROICC can

approve.
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I can only advise and recommend but have no approval authority, please contact

the CM or ET for proper submittal procedures on the attached ...

Lead Investigator / Inspector / IT Project Manager

Base Telephone Building 25

-----Original Message-----

From:  [mailto  <mailto > ]

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:47 AM

To: 

Cc  <mailto > ;  (PM, Group III

Management)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

Good afternoon   Would you please review that attached product data

sheet and advise if this is acceptable for the conduit running through the

slab at the CLEO building?  Thanks.  R

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto > 

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC

 Camp Lejeune  CIV NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] TRANSMITTAL 1262, SPEC 27 10 00, TELECOMMUNICATIONS CABLING SYSTEM, SD-03,

 OUTDOOR RATED CAT-6 CABLE
Date: Thursday, June 02, 2016 12:36:26
Attachments: image001.png

TRANSMITTAL 1262, SPEC 27 10 00, TELECOMMUNICATIONS CABLING SYSTEM, SD-03, OUTDOOR RATED CAT-
6 CABLE.pdf

Good morning .  Attached is product data for the outdoor-rated telecomm cable for the CLEO building. 
 Steve Daigle has already stated this product is acceptable.  Hard copies of this transmittal are enroute to your
 office.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

From: 
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:25 AM
To  (NAVFAC Contract Spec); 
 
Cc  (PM, Group
 III Management)
Subject: FW: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

Good morning.  Below is Base Telephone's approval of an outdoor-rated CAT-6 cable we intend on using at the
 CLEO building.  My QC Manager will submit this product data sheet today but with prior approval of the
 material I am authorizing my sub to install it tomorrow (3Jun).  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:02 AM
To
Cc: 
 
Subject: RE: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

The attached product data sheet is acceptable to Base Telephone for the

conduit running through the slab at the CLEO building, but only the ROICC can

approve.
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I can only advise and recommend but have no approval authority, please contact

the CM or ET for proper submittal procedures on the attached ...

Lead Investigator / Inspector / IT Project Manager

Base Telephone Building 25

-----Original Message-----

From:  [mailto:  <mailto  ]

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:47 AM

To: 

Cc:  <mailto > ;  (PM, Group III

Management)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

Good afternoon .  Would you please review that attached product data

sheet and advise if this is acceptable for the conduit running through the

slab at the CLEO building?  Thanks.  R

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto > 

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT
Date: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 15:12:06

 I'll let you know ASAP.  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |
311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |
Phone: w | c  | Email:
Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA Inc., that may be confidential or
 privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
 distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure,
 copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
 electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any
 attachments from your system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI [mailto
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 1:50 PM
To ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
Cc  (PM, Group III Management);
  (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 
Subject: RE: CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR'S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT

Are any of the following available?

Tek-wall Parable 398650 #006 Value
Tek-wall Subject 399535 #003 Snowcap
Tek Wall Sum 399592 #003 Blizzard

Any of those three would be acceptable.

V/r,
, CID

NAVFAC Mid-Atlantic
Capital Improvements, CI4B
Interior Designer
Office
Fax:  

-----Original Message-----
From  [mailto ]
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 5:10 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC
 Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 
Cc:  (PM, Group III Management); 
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  (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR'S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL
 TREATMENT
Importance: High

RE-SENDING:  I forgot to include supporting information.  Thanks.  R/

Good afternoon .  The acoustic wall panel color that was submitted and approved in the submittal is no longer
 available.  The fabric style you proposed was a Maharam fabric style and the color was TEK-WALL view 399432;
 004 glacier.  The manufacturer says this color is being phased out. They don’t have any leftover stock. Maharam
 recommends the following as alternatives.

Tek-Wall 1002 001

Tek-Wall Annex 001, 002, 008

Tek-Wall Band 001

Tek-Wall Drift 004

Tek-Wall Lintel 003, 004

Tek-wall Measure Backed 003, 001

Tek-Wall Ramble 001

Tek-Wall Steward 001

Tek-Wall Tint 003, 002

Tek-Wall View 001, 003, 102

These can be viewed easily and clearly on their website at http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall
 <http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall>

Will you please review and select an alternate color?  Thanks.  R/ 

  | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;

 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
 )

Cc:  (PM, Group III Management)
 (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2016 17:11:09
Attachments: image001.png

ACOUSTIC PANEL BACKUP INFO.pdf
Importance: High

RE-SENDING:  I forgot to include supporting information.  Thanks.  R/

Good afternoon .  The acoustic wall panel color that was submitted and approved in the submittal is no longer
 available.  The fabric style you proposed was a Maharam fabric style and the color was TEK-WALL view 399432;
 004 glacier.  The manufacturer says this color is being phased out. They don’t have any leftover stock. Maharam
 recommends the following as alternatives.

Tek-Wall 1002 001

Tek-Wall Annex 001, 002, 008

Tek-Wall Band 001

Tek-Wall Drift 004

Tek-Wall Lintel 003, 004

Tek-wall Measure Backed 003, 001

Tek-Wall Ramble 001

Tek-Wall Steward 001

Tek-Wall Tint 003, 002

Tek-Wall View 001, 003, 102

These can be viewed easily and clearly on their website at http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall
 <http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall>

Will you please review and select an alternate color?  Thanks.  R/ 

  | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |
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311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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From:
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC

 Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc:  (PM, Group III Management)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE
Date: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:25:27
Attachments: in out c6 cable.pdf

Good morning.  Below is Base Telephone's approval of an outdoor-rated CAT-6 cable we intend on using at the
 CLEO building.  My QC Manager will submit this product data sheet today but with  prior approval of the
 material I am authorizing my sub to install it tomorrow (3Jun).  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

-----Original Message-----
From  M [mailto ]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 10:02 AM
To: 
Cc: 
 
Subject: RE: INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

The attached product data sheet is acceptable to Base Telephone for the

conduit running through the slab at the CLEO building, but only the ROICC can

approve.

I can only advise and recommend but have no approval authority, please contact

the CM or ET for proper submittal procedures on the attached ...
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Lead Investigator / Inspector / IT Project Manager

Base Telephone Building 25

-----Original Message-----

From  [mailto  <mailto > ]

Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 9:47 AM

To: 

Cc:  <mailto > ; (PM, Group III

Management)

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] INDOOR/OUTDOOR CAT-6 CABLE

Good afternoon   Would you please review that attached product data

sheet and advise if this is acceptable for the conduit running through the

slab at the CLEO building?  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
 <mailto > 

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6) (b)(6)

(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6) (b)(6)

(b)(6)

(b)
(6)

(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6) (b)(6)
(b)(6)







From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Cc:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC;

  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
Date: Thursday, May 26, 2016 7:00:00

Hi all, sorry, just getting caught up on all my emails. How sad is that!

It was my understanding that Dragados would put in the equipment as designed, and we would see how the results
 came in after that. Is that still where we are with this? Their ultimate CCD is still in September, so we have a bit of
 time (not a ton though!).

They are trying to get out of there as fast as possible, so yes, we'll have to keep an eye on them!

R/

Contract Specialist
ROICC Camp Lejeune

DSN 
 fax

-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 9:55 AM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: FW: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

I am not sure how urgent this item is. Based on my conversations with , he stills feels the DOR is correct and
 the contractor is misrepresenting the information. I have asked my mechanical engineer to weigh in, but he out of
 the office and may not be able to respond until next week. If he agrees with the DOR and , we will be back
 were we were months ago, and directing the contractor to install as per the plans.

, P.E.
Civil Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT
Marine Corps IPT
*Building Z-140, Room 104
*9324 Virginia Avenue
*Norfolk, VA  23511-3095
Phone:  
Fax: 
Email:  
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-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2016 12:14 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp
 Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc  (Group III Mgt.);  (Group III Mgt Superintendent);
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

 -
Please see the attached TAB response from GIII.

Thank you -
 - Vice President

Group III Mgt., Inc.
Cell
Office: 
Fax: 
-----Original Message-----
From  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:55 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  ;  ; ,
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC
 Camp Lejeune ;
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.) ; (PM, Group III
Management) ;  (Group III Mgt Superintendent) ;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

All,

For continued surveillance of mechanical design issues, please keep the assigned NAVFAC ML Mechanical
 Engineer copied on all mechanical design-related correspondence by including , copied on this email
 ( ).

Respectfully,

, EIT, PMP
Mechanical Acceptance Engineer

  /  DSN:  CELL  / FAX  

-----Original Message-----
From  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 1:38 PM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
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Cc  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Hi all -

Sorry to jump in as I am a non-technical person. I just spoke with .
Dragados will put in the equipment per the original design. However, this is design-bid-build. From a contracting
 perspective, should the equipment, if all is installed per the plans, still does not meet the required airflows, this is
 not the Contractor's responsibility any longer, but a design issue.
When the Contractor is not responsible for the design, we cannot hold him responsible for airflows if everything is
 installed per the A/E design. I believe  and I are in agreement that if the CLEO is built per the plans, we will not
 hold up BOD for design issues. If there are any design changes, they need to be made ASAP if Dragados is
 intended to perform them.
Otherwise, another contract will have to follow to correct after BOD.

R/

Contract Specialist
ROICC Camp Lejeune

DSN 
fax

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:39 PM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 CIV NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent); 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

When you first told me about this I told you I needed to see the TAB report to see if we were in tolerance and we're
 not. An RFI was asked about this a while back and we stated in that RFI that HP-1 was HP-1 and HP-2 was HP-2.
The airflows on the schedule match the total airflow of all the diffusers for each unit. As I told you the cooling
 capacity for HP-2 is higher because
HP-2 has more outside air than HP-1. If you look at the sensible load on the schedule you will see that HP-1 has a
 higher sensible load than HP-2.

Sincerely,
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, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

Office 

Cell 

From  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:30 PM
To
(NAVFAC)
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc  (Group III Mgt.) 
  (PM, Group III Management)  (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent) 

Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

  you've known for weeks that HP1 and HP2 are reversed.  I told you this myself.  They were reversed by my
 subcontractor based off of the numbers for the total cooling capacity for HPs 1&2 shown on WM602.  If your
 position is that you want to see HP1 &HP2 installed per the plan then our request to NAVFAC is that you produce
 data from your calculations that this configuration will achieve what you want given HP sizes of 3.5 and 4.9.  I am
 on my way over to NAVFAC now to discuss this.  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w  c  | Email: 
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA Inc., that may be confidential or
 privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
 distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure,
 copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
 electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any
 attachments from your system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:50 AM
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To  (NAVFAC);
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec); 
 

Cc: Group III (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

The only issues we see is HP-1 was installed as HP-2 and vice versa. This is causing the units to not meet the design
 airflows. Recommend installing the heat pumps as shown on the contract drawings. Also for the next TAB report
 please provide each heat pump airflows on high and low speed.

Sincerely,

, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

Office 

Cell 

From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:28 AM
To: 
(NAVFAC)
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.)
  (PM, Group III Management) (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent)
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Re-sending this email  is out on leave and won't return until 6Jun.  I request to find out from 
  (CEMS) and  (NAVFAC Norfolk) you thoughts on the initial TAB performance results (HP-1
 is at 85% of design).  We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  Thanks.

 I do not think that the TAB results will change too much after we install the new dampers.  I am confused by
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 the specs:  are heat pumps held to +/- 5% tolerance?  The specs states this is the case for groups 2 & 3.
Heat pumps are in ground 1.

If the heat pumps, as installed, aren't accepted at 85% of design we will request CEMS runs their model again using
 the data shown on WM602 (attached) before we take additional steps.  We think the 2 high-lighted numbers may be
 inadvertently reversed.  Thanks.  R/ 

SPEC 23 05 93, page 1:  Out-of-tolerance data: Pertains only to field acceptance testing of Final TAB report. When
 applied to TAB work this phase means "a measurement taken during TAB field acceptance testing which does not
 fall within the range of plus 5 to minus 5 percent of the original measurement reported on the TAB Report for a
 specific parameter."

3.3.9.1 TAB Field Acceptance Testing

During the field acceptance testing, verify, in the presence of the COTR, random selections of data (water, air
 quantities, air motion, ) recorded in the TAB Report. Points and areas for field acceptance testing are to be selected
 by the COTR. Measurement and test procedures are the same as approved for TAB work for the TAB Report.

Field acceptance testing includes verification of TAB Report data recorded for the following equipment groups:

Group 1: All heat pumps and pumps.

Group 2: 25 percent of the return grilles, return registers, exhaust grilles and exhaust registers.

Group 3: 25 percent of the exhaust fans.

Further, if any data on the TAB Report for Groups 2 through 3 is found not to fall within the range of plus 5 to
 minus 5 percent of the TAB Report data, additional group data verification is required in the presence of the COTR.
 Verify TAB Report data for one additional piece of equipment in that group. Continue this additional group data
 verification until out-of-tolerance data ceases to be found.

(b)
(6)



Good afternoon   Attached is an executive summary of the CLEO TAB.
All items are within 5% of design max CFM except for HP-1.  It is at 85%, or 15% shy.  The design CFM for HP1 is
 1100 (min) to 1450 (max).  The actual reading during tab was 1231.

We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  We welcome your response to this
 preliminary TAB.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  Email: 
<mailto

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA
Inc., that may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to
be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the
contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received
this electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply
e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any attachments from your
system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 9:48 AM
To:  (NAVFAC);

Cc: Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III
Management)
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Please provide an executive summary at the front of the report showing all
items not within specification.

Sincerely,

(b)
(6)

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6) (b)(6)
(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6)
(b)(6)

(b)(6) (b)(6)

(b)(6)





Please let us know what  comments are as soon as possible so we can
schedule the commissioning work.

-----Original Message-----

From: 

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 11:09 AM

To: 

Subject: FW: 224887 Field TAB Report

Raleigh Division Manager / NEBB Professional
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From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC;

 NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
Date: Thursday, May 26, 2016 12:55:18

I checked with  and  and they agree that we are waiting on Dragados to install and test the equipment.

, P.E.
Civil Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT
Marine Corps IPT
*Building Z-140, Room 104
*9324 Virginia Avenue
*Norfolk, VA  23511-3095
Phone:  
Fax: 
Email:  

-----Original Message-----
From  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2016 7:00 AM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Cc  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Hi all, sorry, just getting caught up on all my emails. How sad is that!

It was my understanding that Dragados would put in the equipment as designed, and we would see how the results
 came in after that. Is that still where we are with this? Their ultimate CCD is still in September, so we have a bit of
 time (not a ton though!).

They are trying to get out of there as fast as possible, so yes, we'll have to keep an eye on them!

R/

Contract Specialist
ROICC Camp Lejeune

DSN 

-----Original Message-----
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From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 9:55 AM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: FW: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

I am not sure how urgent this item is. Based on my conversations with , he stills feels the DOR is correct and
 the contractor is misrepresenting the information. I have asked my mechanical engineer to weigh in, but he out of
 the office and may not be able to respond until next week. If he agrees with the DOR and , we will be back
 were we were months ago, and directing the contractor to install as per the plans.

, P.E.
Civil Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT
Marine Corps IPT
*Building Z-140, Room 104
*9324 Virginia Avenue
*Norfolk, VA  23511-3095
Phone:
Fax: 
Email:  

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2016 12:14 PM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp
 Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

 -
Please see the attached TAB response from GIII.

Thank you -
 Vice President

Group III Mgt., Inc.
Cell: 
Office: 
Fax: 
-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:55 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  ,
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC
 Camp Lejeune ; 
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.)  (PM, Group III
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From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:39 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent); 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

When you first told me about this I told you I needed to see the TAB report to see if we were in tolerance and we're
 not. An RFI was asked about this a while back and we stated in that RFI that HP-1 was HP-1 and HP-2 was HP-2.
The airflows on the schedule match the total airflow of all the diffusers for each unit. As I told you the cooling
 capacity for HP-2 is higher because
HP-2 has more outside air than HP-1. If you look at the sensible load on the schedule you will see that HP-1 has a
 higher sensible load than HP-2.

Sincerely,

, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

Office

Cell 

From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:30 PM
To: 
(NAVFAC) 
 (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.) 
  (PM, Group III Management) (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent) 

Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

you've known for weeks that HP1 and HP2 are reversed.  I told you this myself.  They were reversed by my
 subcontractor based off of the numbers for the total cooling capacity for HPs 1&2 shown on WM602.  If your
 position is that you want to see HP1 &HP2 installed per the plan then our request to NAVFAC is that you produce
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 data from your calculations that this configuration will achieve what you want given HP sizes of 3.5 and 4.9.  I am
 on my way over to NAVFAC now to discuss this.  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA Inc., that may be confidential or
 privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
 distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure,
 copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
 electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any
 attachments from your system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:50 AM
To:  (NAVFAC); 
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec);
 

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.); (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

The only issues we see is HP-1 was installed as HP-2 and vice versa. This is causing the units to not meet the design
 airflows. Recommend installing the heat pumps as shown on the contract drawings. Also for the next TAB report
 please provide each heat pump airflows on high and low speed.

Sincerely,

, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.
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Office 

Cell 

From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:28 AM
To: 
(NAVFAC) 
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc: (Group III Mgt.) 
  (PM, Group III Management)  (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent) 
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Re-sending this email.   is out on leave and won't return until 6Jun.  I request to find out from 
  (CEMS) and  (NAVFAC Norfolk) you thoughts on the initial TAB performance results (HP-1
 is at 85% of design).  We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  Thanks.

, I do not think that the TAB results will change too much after we install the new dampers.  I am confused by
 the specs:  are heat pumps held to +/- 5% tolerance?  The specs states this is the case for groups 2 & 3.
Heat pumps are in ground 1.

If the heat pumps, as installed, aren't accepted at 85% of design we will request CEMS runs their model again using
 the data shown on WM602 (attached) before we take additional steps.  We think the 2 high-lighted numbers may be
 inadvertently reversed.  Thanks.  R/

SPEC 23 05 93, page 1:  Out-of-tolerance data: Pertains only to field acceptance testing of Final TAB report. When
 applied to TAB work this phase means "a measurement taken during TAB field acceptance testing which does not
 fall within the range of plus 5 to minus 5 percent of the original measurement reported on the TAB Report for a
 specific parameter."

3.3.9.1 TAB Field Acceptance Testing

During the field acceptance testing, verify, in the presence of the COTR, random selections of data (water, air
 quantities, air motion, ) recorded in the TAB Report. Points and areas for field acceptance testing are to be selected
 by the COTR. Measurement and test procedures are the same as approved for TAB work for the TAB Report.
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Field acceptance testing includes verification of TAB Report data recorded for the following equipment groups:

Group 1: All heat pumps and pumps.

Group 2: 25 percent of the return grilles, return registers, exhaust grilles and exhaust registers.

Group 3: 25 percent of the exhaust fans.

Further, if any data on the TAB Report for Groups 2 through 3 is found not to fall within the range of plus 5 to
 minus 5 percent of the TAB Report data, additional group data verification is required in the presence of the COTR.
 Verify TAB Report data for one additional piece of equipment in that group. Continue this additional group data
 verification until out-of-tolerance data ceases to be found.

Good afternoon .  Attached is an executive summary of the CLEO TAB.
All items are within 5% of design max CFM except for HP-1.  It is at 85%, or 15% shy.  The design CFM for HP1 is
 1100 (min) to 1450 (max).  The actual reading during tab was 1231.

We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  We welcome your response to this
 preliminary TAB.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
<mailto: >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA
Inc., that may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to
be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the
contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received
this electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply
e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any attachments from your
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system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 9:48 AM
To  (NAVFAC); 

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III
Management)
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Please provide an executive summary at the front of the report showing all
items not within specification.

Sincerely,

, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

Office

Cell

From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 2, 2016 5:28 PM
To: 
(NAVFAC)

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.)
 (PM, Group III Management)

Subject: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
Importance: High

Good afternoon .  Attached is the preliminary TAB report for the CLEO
building.  Request your early review and comments.  My team is available for
a phone call if you think discussing your thoughts would help.  Thanks.  R/
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 Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
<mailto: >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 1:58 PM
To: 
Subject: Fw: 224887 Field TAB Report CLEO

Attached is the TAB field report. Please forward this to  for
his review and comments. We are sending this to our commissioning agent for
his review and comments also ( he is copied on this email).

Please let us know what  comments are as soon as possible so we can
schedule the commissioning work.

-----Original Message-----

From

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 11:09 AM

To: 

Subject: FW: 224887 Field TAB Report

Raleigh Division Manager / NEBB Professional
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From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc: NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC;

  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
Date: Saturday, May 21, 2016 17:48:30

As promised, I asked our mechanical engineer to provide some input  comments are below, but he seems to
 agree with  in that the contractor's analysis is incomplete.

From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 1:13 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Cc:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT (P-1383)

After review of the information provided, the following is offered by MCIPT:

1.  We disagree that the product data (Attachment B) sets forth a pump that meets the design requirements for pump
 HP-1.  Dispute is as follows:

-Attachment B, page 1, product data sheet indicates that selected pump (39.9 MBH) meets/exceeds design cooling
 load requirement (37.0 MBH).  However, it does not meet the design heating load requirement (29.2 MBH in
 product data, 33.7 in design).

-Page 2, required design water flow of 12 GPM.  Attachment B, page 2, does not set forth 12 gpm as an operating
 parameter.

-Design entering air temperatures are 78 F DB/65 F WB for HP-1, 77 F DB/60.8 F WB for HP-2.  Product data
 sheet states that cooling capacities are based on 80 DB/66.2 DB and heating capacities are based on 68 DB/59 WB. 
 Clarification needed on how these correlate.

-As stated by CI52, design requires a max cfm of 1450 for HP-1.  Product data sets forth 1250 cfm.  TAB report
 indicates HP-1 only attained 1231 cfm.

2.  Group III cover letter states that attachment B also meets design requirements for HP-2.  The following disputes
 this claim:

-Page 1, design cooling load requirement (40.1 MBH) is met (40.3 MBH), but heating load requirement (37.8 MBH)
 is not (30.1 MBH).

-Page 2, required design water flow is 9 GPM.  For the selected pump to meet design requirements, entering water
 temperature would have to be 80 deg F or lower.

Conclusion is that neither pump meets the design requirements.

, PE, CEM, GPCP, GGP
Supervisory Mechanical Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT MCIPT
Ph
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Know the standard, follow the standard, enforce the standard

, P.E.
Civil Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT
Marine Corps IPT
*Building Z-140, Room 104
*9324 Virginia Avenue
*Norfolk, VA  23511-3095
Phone:  
Fax: 
Email:  

-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 9:55 AM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Cc:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC
 MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: FW: P-1383 [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

I am not sure how urgent this item is. Based on my conversations with  he stills feels the DOR is correct and
 the contractor is misrepresenting the information. I have asked my mechanical engineer to weigh in, but he out of
 the office and may not be able to respond until next week. If he agrees with the DOR and , we will be back
 were we were months ago, and directing the contractor to install as per the plans.

, P.E.
Civil Engineer
NAVFAC MIDLANT
Marine Corps IPT
*Building Z-140, Room 104
*9324 Virginia Avenue
*Norfolk, VA  23511-3095
Phone:  
Fax: 
Email:  

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2016 12:14 PM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp
 Lejeune; ,  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc  (Group III Mgt.);  (Group III Mgt Superintendent);
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
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Please see the attached TAB response from GIII.

 -
 - Vice President

Group III Mgt., Inc.
Cell: 
Office: 
Fax: 
-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 4:55 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  ; ,
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune ;  MIDLANT, ROICC
 Camp Lejeune ; 
Cc: (Group III Mgt.)  (PM, Group III
Management) ;  (Group III Mgt Superintendent) ; 
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, IPTMC
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

All,

For continued surveillance of mechanical design issues, please keep the assigned NAVFAC ML Mechanical
 Engineer copied on all mechanical design-related correspondence by including , copied on this email
 

Respectfully,

, EIT, PMP
Mechanical Acceptance Engineer

  /  DSN:  / CELL:  / FAX

-----Original Message-----
From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 1:38 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI; 
 MIDLANT, ROICC Camp  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Hi all -

Sorry to jump in as I am a non-technical person. I just spoke with 
Dragados will put in the equipment per the original design. However, this is design-bid-build. From a contracting
 perspective, should the equipment, if all is installed per the plans, still does not meet the required airflows, this is
 not the Contractor's responsibility any longer, but a design issue.
When the Contractor is not responsible for the design, we cannot hold him responsible for airflows if everything is
 installed per the A/E design. I believe  and I are in agreement that if the CLEO is built per the plans, we will not
 hold up BOD for design issues. If there are any design changes, they need to be made ASAP if Dragados is
 intended to perform them.
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Otherwise, another contract will have to follow to correct after BOD.

R/

Contract Specialist
ROICC Camp Lejeune

DSN 
 fax

-----Original Message-----
From  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:39 PM
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT,
 ROICC Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune;
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.); PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

When you first told me about this I told you I needed to see the TAB report to see if we were in tolerance and we're
 not. An RFI was asked about this a while back and we stated in that RFI that HP-1 was HP-1 and HP-2 was HP-2.
The airflows on the schedule match the total airflow of all the diffusers for each unit. As I told you the cooling
 capacity for HP-2 is higher because
HP-2 has more outside air than HP-1. If you look at the sensible load on the schedule you will see that HP-1 has a
 higher sensible load than HP-2.

Sincerely,

, P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

Office 

Cell 

From  [mailto:
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:30 PM
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To:  
(NAVFAC)
 (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc:  (Group III Mgt.) 
  (PM, Group III Management) ;  (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent) 

Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

  you've known for weeks that HP1 and HP2 are reversed.  I told you this myself.  They were reversed by my
 subcontractor based off of the numbers for the total cooling capacity for HPs 1&2 shown on WM602.  If your
 position is that you want to see HP1 &HP2 installed per the plan then our request to NAVFAC is that you produce
 data from your calculations that this configuration will achieve what you want given HP sizes of 3.5 and 4.9.  I am
 on my way over to NAVFAC now to discuss this.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA Inc., that may be confidential or
 privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
 distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure,
 copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
 electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any
 attachments from your system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:50 AM
To  (NAVFAC); 
  (NAVFAC Contract Spec); 
 

Cc:  (Group III Mgt.);  (PM, Group III Management);  (Group
 III Mgt Superintendent);
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
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The only issues we see is HP-1 was installed as HP-2 and vice versa. This is causing the units to not meet the design
 airflows. Recommend installing the heat pumps as shown on the contract drawings. Also for the next TAB report
 please provide each heat pump airflows on high and low speed.

Sincerely,

 P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

sparkhurst@cems-ae.com

Office

Cell 

From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 11:28 AM
To: 
(NAVFAC) 
 (NAVFAC Contract Spec)
 
 
Cc  (Group III Mgt.) 
  (PM, Group III Management) (Group III Mgt
 Superintendent) 
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Re-sending this email.   is out on leave and won't return until 6Jun.  I request to find out from 
 (CEMS) and  (NAVFAC Norfolk) you thoughts on the initial TAB performance results (HP-1
 is at 85% of design).  We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  Thanks.

 I do not think that the TAB results will change too much after we install the new dampers.  I am confused by
 the specs:  are heat pumps held to +/- 5% tolerance?  The specs states this is the case for groups 2 & 3.
Heat pumps are in ground 1.

If the heat pumps, as installed, aren't accepted at 85% of design we will request CEMS runs their model again using
 the data shown on WM602 (attached) before we take additional steps.  We think the 2 high-lighted numbers may be
 inadvertently reversed.  Thanks.  R/ 

SPEC 23 05 93, page 1:  Out-of-tolerance data: Pertains only to field acceptance testing of Final TAB report. When
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 applied to TAB work this phase means "a measurement taken during TAB field acceptance testing which does not
 fall within the range of plus 5 to minus 5 percent of the original measurement reported on the TAB Report for a
 specific parameter."

3.3.9.1 TAB Field Acceptance Testing

During the field acceptance testing, verify, in the presence of the COTR, random selections of data (water, air
 quantities, air motion, ) recorded in the TAB Report. Points and areas for field acceptance testing are to be selected
 by the COTR. Measurement and test procedures are the same as approved for TAB work for the TAB Report.

Field acceptance testing includes verification of TAB Report data recorded for the following equipment groups:

Group 1: All heat pumps and pumps.

Group 2: 25 percent of the return grilles, return registers, exhaust grilles and exhaust registers.

Group 3: 25 percent of the exhaust fans.

Further, if any data on the TAB Report for Groups 2 through 3 is found not to fall within the range of plus 5 to
 minus 5 percent of the TAB Report data, additional group data verification is required in the presence of the COTR.
 Verify TAB Report data for one additional piece of equipment in that group. Continue this additional group data
 verification until out-of-tolerance data ceases to be found.

Good afternoon   Attached is an executive summary of the CLEO TAB.
All items are within 5% of design max CFM except for HP-1.  It is at 85%, or 15% shy.  The design CFM for HP1 is
 1100 (min) to 1450 (max).  The actual reading during tab was 1231.

We will be performing TAB again once we replace dampers in the CLEO.  We welcome your response to this
 preliminary TAB.  Thanks.  R/ 

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |
cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |
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311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email: 
<mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

**** Confidential ******
This electronic message transmission contains information from Dragados USA
Inc., that may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to
be for the use of only the individual or entity named above and not to be
distributed to other companies or individuals. If you are not the intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the
contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received
this electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply
e-mail immediately and delete this e-mail and any attachments from your
system and any copies you may have made, electronic or otherwise.

From:  [mailto ]
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 9:48 AM
To:  (NAVFAC); 

Cc:  (Group III  (PM, Group III
Management)
Subject: RE: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT

Please provide an executive summary at the front of the report showing all
items not within specification.

Sincerely,

 P.E., CxA, LEED AP BD+C

CEMS Engineering Inc.

sparkhurst@cems-ae.com

Office 

Cell

From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Monday, May 2, 2016 5:28 PM
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To
(NAVFAC) 

Cc (Group III Mgt.)
 (PM, Group III Management)

Subject: PRELIMINARY CLEO TAB REPORT
Importance: High

Good afternoon .  Attached is the preliminary TAB report for the CLEO
building.  Request your early review and comments.  My team is available for
a phone call if you think discussing your thoughts would help.  Thanks.  R/

 | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison |  |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w | c  | Email:
<mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer

-----Original Message-----
From  [mailto ]
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 1:58 PM
To
Subject: Fw: 224887 Field TAB Report CLEO

Attached is the TAB field report. Please forward this to  for
his review and comments. We are sending this to our commissioning agent for
his review and comments also ( he is copied on this email).

Please let us know what comments are as soon as possible so we can
schedule the commissioning work.

-----Original Message-----

From: 
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Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 11:09 AM

To: 

Subject: FW: 224887 Field TAB Report

Raleigh Division Manager / NEBB Professional
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From:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI
To:  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; NAVFAC

 MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
Cc: (PM, Group III Management)

 (Group III Mgt Superintendent);  MCIEAST, I&E\IDD
Subject: RE: CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR"S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL TREATMENT
Date: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 13:50:05

Are any of the following available?

Tek-wall Parable 398650 #006 Value
Tek-wall Subject 399535 #003 Snowcap
Tek Wall Sum 399592 #003 Blizzard

Any of those three would be acceptable.

V/r,
, CID

NAVFAC Mid-Atlantic
Capital Improvements, CI4B
Interior Designer
Office
Fax:  

-----Original Message-----
From:  [mailto: ]
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2016 5:10 PM
To  NAVFAC MIDLANT, CI;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC
 Camp Lejeune;  NAVFAC MIDLANT, ROICC Camp Lejeune; 
 
Cc  (PM, Group III Management);
  (Group III Mgt Superintendent); 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] CAMP LEJEUNE WILSON GATE VISITOR'S CENTER - ACOUSTICAL WALL
 TREATMENT
Importance: High

RE-SENDING:  I forgot to include supporting information.  Thanks.  R/

Good afternoon .  The acoustic wall panel color that was submitted and approved in the submittal is no longer
 available.  The fabric style you proposed was a Maharam fabric style and the color was TEK-WALL view 399432;
 004 glacier.  The manufacturer says this color is being phased out. They don’t have any leftover stock. Maharam
 recommends the following as alternatives.

Tek-Wall 1002 001

Tek-Wall Annex 001, 002, 008
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Tek-Wall Band 001

Tek-Wall Drift 004

Tek-Wall Lintel 003, 004

Tek-wall Measure Backed 003, 001

Tek-Wall Ramble 001

Tek-Wall Steward 001

Tek-Wall Tint 003, 002

Tek-Wall View 001, 003, 102

These can be viewed easily and clearly on their website at http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall
 <http://maharam.com/search?query=tek-Wall>

Will you please review and select an alternate color?  Thanks.  R/

  | Deputy Project Manager & Small Business Liaison | cid:image001.png@01CCA871.8C8E7960 |

311 Parachute Tower Road | Camp Lejeune, NC  28542 |

Phone: w   | Email: 
 <mailto >

Dragados USA, Inc. is An Equal Opportunity Employer
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